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DETAILED ACTION 
Continued Examination Under 37 CFR 1.114 

A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including tine fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1 .17(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this 
application is eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, and the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1 .17(e) has been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office action 
has been withdrawn pursuant to 37 CFR 1.114. Applicant's submission filed on 
5/277/08 has been entered. 

Ciaim Objections 

Claims 55-56 are objected to because of the following informalities: Claims 55- 
56 have been amended to be dependent on claim 54. However, claim 54 is has been 
cancelled. It will be assumed that claims 55-56 are dependent on claim 51 . Appropriate 
correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 

forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the phor art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 
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Claims 42-44, 46-47, 51-53, 55-56 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as 
anticipated by or, in the alternative, under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as obvious over Walker et 
al. (US 6,077,163). 

Claim 42. Walker discloses a method and a gaming system for playing on the 
gaming system using flat rates for a period of time discussed in the prior Office Actions 
(Office Actions dated, 2/27/08, 5/25/07) The claim has been amended to specify that 
the fees are deducted at a plurality of intervals. Multiple interpretations can be made 
using Walker to disclose these limitations. In one interpretation, the fees are considered 
to be the fees associated to the time interval the player selects (722 in Fig. 2B). The 
player can select the same game with the same game parameters using the same 
wager fee (col. 7:39-54). Thus, these fees are deducted for each of the same time 
intervals. The player can continue to play during these time intervals using the same 
fee (by selecting the same game parameters), as long as the player has enough 
balance of the value total to pay for these fees. More specifically Walker discloses: a 
method of operating a gaming system, said method comprising: 

(a) receiving a value total associated with a player (value total is the amount of 
coin inserted in the gaming machine, or the electronic credit associated to the player's 
account, cols. 4:6-10, 6:5-6, 14:55-65), said value total being divisible into a plurality of 
fees (722 in Fig. 2B, 724 in Fig. 7); 

(b) operating at least one play of at least one game for a period of time, the 
period of time being divisible into a plurality of time intervals [If the player plays for a 
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plurality of time intervals the total time total time period is inherently divisible into a 
plurality of time intervals. If the player elects 30 minutes intervals for $15 (see Fig. 7), 
and plays for one hour, the total time period of one hour is divisible by the time interval 
of 30 minutes]; 

(c) tracking how many of the time intervals pass during the at least one play of 
the game (Gaming machine inherently track each time the time intervals pass when 
receiving the fee); 

(d) deducting one of the fees from the value total for each one of the time 
intervals which passes, the deduction being independent of any game outcome (Fee 
514 for the time interval 516 in fig. 5); 

(e) tracking a balance of the value total (cols. 4:6-10, 6:5-6, 14:55-65); 

(f) as long as the balance remains above a level, continuing steps (c), (d) and (e) 
until a termination even occurs (As long as the player has enough money in the player's 
account, cols. 4:6-10, 6:5-6, 14:55-65); 

(g) after the termination event occurs, determining whether any payout is due to 
the player based on at least one of the deducted fees; and (h) providing the determined 
payout, if any, to the player (This is interpreted as a payout is made based on the last 
deducted fee during the last flat rate play session. Fig. 13.). 

As discussed above. Walker discloses the claimed invention when interpreting 
Walker's duration of flat rate play session (722 in Fig. 7 and 2B) as the claimed "time 
intervals". Another interpretation of Walker is made by interpreting Walker's duration of 
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flat rate play session (722 in Fig. 7 and 2B) as a total time played using the value total. 
More specifically, Walker discloses a method of operating a gaming system where the 
player plays a flat rate play session for a flat rate price (see abstract). The player can 
select different flat rate play sessions based on the game parameters (col. 7:39-54). 
The flat rate price is interpreted as the value total, and the flat rate play session is 
interpreted as the period of time in which the gaming system operates. After the wager 
is made, the CPU generates a random number and identifies a corresponding outcome 
(col. 4:17). Based on identified outcome, an outcome display is provided, and the 
appropriate payout is made (col. 4:15-26). Fig. 13 illustrates the method in which the 
game system provides a payout. A flat rate database (246) and a casino player 
database (344) tracks and audit the flat rate play session (Figs. 4-5). When a player 
stops the game session in the middle of the flat rate play session, the value remaining 
(430) is calculated and the interval remaining (516) is calculated to allow the player 
continue the flat rate play session (cols. 6:36-38, 12:31-60, 13:13-50). Walker 
significantly discloses the claimed invention but fails to specifically teach the value total 
is divisible into a plurality of fees, the period of time is divisible into a plurality of time 
intervals, deducting one of the fees from the value total for each one of the time interval 
until the balance remains above a level and until a termination event occurs. 
Nevertheless, such limitations are implied or would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skilled in the art. As discussed above. Walker discloses the value remaining 
(430) is calculated and the interval remaining (516) is calculated to allow the player 
continue the flat rate play session (cols. 6:36-38, 12:31-60, 13:13-50). Thus it is implied 
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or would or would have been obvious to have fees deducted in intervals in order to 
calculate the value remaining and the interval remaining. Having the total value being 
divisible into a plurality of fees and the period of time being devising into a plurality of 
time intervals will provide a specific fee or a specific time interval. This will allow the 
remaining value and the remaining time interval to be evenly calculated. Furthermore, 
this will allow players to play intervals of the flat rate session. Playing at intervals of the 
flat rate session will allow the player to play a flat rate gaming session for a smaller fee 
for a smaller amount of playing time. Therefore it would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skilled in the art at the time the invention was made to modify Walker's method 
of playing a flat rate playing session in order to evenly calculate the remaining value and 
the remaining time interval, and allow a player to play a flat rate gaming session for a 
smaller fee for a smaller amount of playing time. 

Claims 43, 52. For each time interval the fees deducted from the value total are 
equal (If the player selects the same game with the same game parameters, then the 
wager fee will be the same. Furthermore, see rejection for claim 42 above.). 

Claims 44, 53. Each time interval is an equal interval of time (Player can select 
the same game parameters including the same time interval, col. 5:22-33, Fig. 2B. 
Furthermore, see rejection for claim 42 above.). 
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Claims 46, 55. Determining and displaying at least one payout associated with at 
least one displayed outcome for at least one play of the game if the value total is greater 
than zero after the plurality of time intervals, wherein said determined payout is based 
on any deducted fees (Player can select price parameters based on the game 
parameters, col. 7:39-54. The game parameters may be amount wagered per play, and 
active pay lines. The determined value payout, is based on the pay-table, which is 
based on wager/deducted fees. After a wager is made, the CPU generates a random 
number and identifies a corresponding outcome, col. 4:17. Based on identified 
outcome, an outcome display is provided, and the appropriate payout is made, col. 
4:15-26.). 

Claims 47, 56. Stopping the deducting step at least temporarily during the play 

(A fee is required for a gaming session. After the gaming session is over, the player 
can momentarily stop playing by not providing the fee to start the next gaming session). 

Claim 51 . See rejection for claim 42 above. Furthermore, Walker discloses a 
gaming system comprising: at least one display device; at least one input device; at 
least one processor (Figs. 2A-2B); and 

at least one memory device which stores a plurality of instructions (cols. 3:67- 
4:5), which stores a plurality of instructions, which when executed by the at least one 
processor. 
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Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments witli respect to claims 42-44, 46-47, 51-53, 55-5 have 
been considered but are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. A new ground 
of rejection has been made using Walker et al. (US 6,077,163). 

Furthermore, the prior Office Action discusses that Walker discloses a fee 
deduction based on time and the length of time as a whole. The fee is credited if the 
whole length of time is not used up. Regardless of the change in number of increments 
or the change in length of increments, the end result or the length in time as a whole is 
still the same. For example, Walker discloses a fee of $25 for half an hour of play (col. 
3:28-20). The half an hour of play for $25 is equivalent to buying six 5-minute block of a 
flat rate playing time totaling the fee of $25. The prior Office action indicated that 
Applicant has not provided any arguments why such modification is beneficial or 
patentably distinguishable. Thus Applicant's claimed invention is equivalent to Walker. 
Applicant responds by arguing that during Walker's play session, the player is not 
required to deposit any coins. If the player elects to pay a flat rate price in Walker, the 
player pays to play once for the pre-established duration. However, Applicant's claimed 
invention does not require the player to deposit coins. The claimed invention discloses 
a method of receiving a value total associated with a player. The claim does not 
indicate that the player provides multiple fees. The claim is interpreted as the player 
providing a one time fee (limitation a). This fee is further divided and incrementally 
deducted (limitation d and the repetition of limitation d as indicated in limitation f). 
Similarly, in the rejection using the second interpretation of Walker, Walker discloses 
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the method of receiving a value total (fee for the flat rate price). When a player stops a 
game session in the middle of the flat rate play session, the value remaining (430) is 
calculated to allow the player continue the flat rate play session. Thus, the fee is not 
deducted at once. It appears that Applicant is arguing that the differences in Applicant's 
claimed invention and Walker is when the fee is actually deducted. However, this 
argument does not provide reasons why Applicant's claimed invention is beneficial or 
patentably distinguishable over Walker. The argument of when the fees are deducted is 
a reiteration of the argument the Examiner has made in the prior Office Actions. Half an 
hour of play for $25 is equivalent to buying six 5-minute block of a flat rate playing time 
totaling the fee of $25. The only difference is when the deduction is made. 
Furthermore, as discussed in the rejection above, it would have been obvious to modify 
Walker and incorporate the limitations of the value total is divisible into a plurality of 
fees, the period of time is divisible into a plurality of time intervals, deducting one of the 
fees from the value total for each one of the time interval until the balance remains 
above a level and until a termination event occurs. The fee per interval will allow a 
player to play a flat rate gaming session for a smaller fee for a smaller amount of 
playing time. 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Jasson H. Yoo whose telephone number is (571)272- 
5563. The examiner can normally be reached on 9:00am - 5:00am. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Robert E. Pezzuto can be reached on (571) 272-6996. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 
273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retheval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/Robert E Pezzuto/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 3714 
JHY 



